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processes and procedures, data and in-
formation resources, and training pro-
grams so as to enhance efforts to ad-
dress safety and mobility on current
and future projects.

§630.1010 Significant projects.

(a) A significant project is one that,
alone or in combination with other
concurrent projects nearby is antici-
pated to cause sustained work zone im-
pacts (as defined in §630.1004) that are
greater than what is considered toler-
able based on State policy and/or engi-
neering judgment.

(b) The applicability of the provi-
sions in §§630.1012(b)(2) and
630.1012(b)(3) is dependent upon whether
a project is determined to be signifi-
cant. The State shall identify upcom-
ing projects that are expected to be sig-
nificant. This identification of signifi-
cant projects should be done as early as
possible in the project delivery and de-
velopment process, and in cooperation
with the FHWA. The State’s work zone
policy provisions, the project’s charac-
teristics, and the magnitude and extent
of the anticipated work zone impacts
should be considered when determining
if a project is significant or not.

(c) All Interstate system projects
within the boundaries of a designated
Transportation Management Area
(TMA) that occupy a location for more
than three days with either intermit-
tent or continuous lane closures shall
be considered as significant projects.

(d) For an Interstate system project
or categories of Interstate system
projects that are classified as signifi-
cant through the application of the
provisions in §630.1010(c), but in the
judgment of the State they do not
cause sustained work zone impacts, the
State may request from the FHWA, an
exception to §§630.1012(b)(2) and
630.1012(b)(3). Exceptions to these pro-
visions may be granted by the FHWA
based on the State’s ability to show
that the specific Interstate system
project or categories of Interstate sys-
tem projects do not have sustained
work zone impacts.

§630.1012 Project-level procedures.

(a) This section provides guidance
and establishes procedures for States
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to manage the work zone impacts of in-
dividual projects.

(b) Transportation Management Plan
(TMP). A TMP consists of strategies to
manage the work zone impacts of a
project. Its scope, content, and degree
of detail may vary based upon the
State’s work zone policy, and the
State’s understanding of the expected
work zone impacts of the project. For
significant projects (as defined in
§630.1010), the State shall develop a
TMP that consists of a Temporary
Traffic Control (T'TC) plan and address-
es both Transportation Operations (TO)
and Public Information (PI) compo-
nents. For individual projects or class-
es of projects that the State deter-
mines to have less than significant
work zone impacts, the TMP may con-
sist only of a TTC plan. States are en-
couraged to consider TO and PI issues
for all projects.

(1) A TTC plan describes TTC meas-
ures to be used for facilitating road
users through a work zone or an inci-
dent area. The TTC plan plays a vital
role in providing continuity of reason-
ably safe and efficient road user flow
and highway worker safety when a
work zone, incident, or other event
temporarily disrupts normal road user
flow. The TTC plan shall be consistent
with the provisions under Part 6 of the
MUTCD and with the work zone hard-
ware recommendations in Chapter 9 of
the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) Roadside Design Guide.
Chapter 9 of the AASHTO Roadside De-
sign Guide: ‘“‘Traffic Barriers, Traffic
Control Devices, and Other Safety Fea-
tures for Work Zones” 2002, is incor-
porated by reference in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51
and is on file at the National Archives
and Record Administration (NARA).
For information on the availability of
this material at NARA call (202) 741-
6030, or go to http:/www.archives.gov/
federal register/
code of federal regulations/
ibr _locations.html. The entire docu-
ment is available for purchase from the
American Association of State High-
way and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO), 444 North Capitol Street,
NW., Suite 249, Washington, DC 20001 or
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at the URL: Attp:/www.aashto.org/book-
store. It is available for inspection from
the FHWA Washington Headquarters
and all Division Offices as listed in 49
CFR part 7. In developing and imple-
menting the TTC plan, pre-existing
roadside safety hardware shall be
maintained at an equivalent or better
level than existed prior to project im-
plementation. The scope of the TTC
plan is determined by the project char-
acteristics, and the traffic safety and
control requirements identified by the
State for that project. The TTC plan
shall either be a reference to specific
TTC elements in the MUTCD, approved
standard TTC plans, State transpor-
tation department TTC manual, or be
designed specifically for the project.

(2) The TO component of the TMP
shall include the identification of
strategies that will be used to mitigate
impacts of the work zone on the oper-
ation and management of the transpor-
tation system within the work zone
impact area. Typical TO strategies
may include, but are not limited to, de-
mand management, corridor/network
management, safety management and
enforcement, and work zone traffic
management. The scope of the TO com-
ponent should be determined by the
project characteristics, and the trans-
portation operations and safety strate-
gies identified by the State.

(3) The PI component of the TMP
shall include communications strate-
gies that seek to inform affected road
users, the general public, area resi-
dences and businesses, and appropriate
public entities about the project, the
expected work zone impacts, and the
changing conditions on the project.
This may include traveler information
strategies. The scope of the PI compo-
nent should be determined by the
project characteristics and the public
information and outreach strategies
identified by the State. Public infor-
mation should be provided through
methods best suited for the project,
and may include, but not be limited to,
information on the project characteris-
tics, expected impacts, closure details,
and commuter alternatives.

(4) States should develop and imple-
ment the TMP in sustained consulta-
tion with stakeholders (e.g., other
transportation agencies, railroad agen-
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cies/operators, transit providers,
freight movers, utility suppliers, po-
lice, fire, emergency medical services,
schools, business communities, and re-
gional transportation management
centers).

(c) The Plans, Specifications, and HEs-
timates (PS&Es) shall include either a
TMP or provisions for contractors to
develop a TMP at the most appropriate
project phase as applicable to the
State’s chosen contracting method-
ology for the project. A contractor de-
veloped TMP shall be subject to the ap-
proval of the State, and shall not be
implemented before it is approved by
the State.

(d) The PS&Es shall include appro-
priate pay item provisions for imple-
menting the TMP, either through
method or performance based specifica-
tions.

(1) For method-based specifications
individual pay items, lump sum pay-
ment, or a combination thereof may be
used.

(2) For performance based specifica-
tions, applicable performance criteria
and standards may be used (e.g., safety
performance criteria such as number of
crashes within the work zone; mobility
performance criteria such as travel
time through the work zone, delay,
queue length, traffic volume; incident
response and clearance criteria; work
duration criteria).

(e) Responsible persons. The State and
the contractor shall each designate a
trained person, as specified in
§630.1008(d), at the project level who
has the primary responsibility and suf-
ficient authority for implementing the
TMP and other safety and mobility as-
pects of the project.

§630.1014 Implementation.

Each State shall work in partnership
with the FHWA in the implementation
of its policies and procedures to im-
prove work zone safety and mobility.
At a minimum, this shall involve an
FHWA review of conformance of the
State’s policies and procedures with
this regulation and reassessment of the
State’s implementation of its proce-
dures at appropriate intervals. Each
State is encouraged to address imple-
mentation of this regulation in its
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